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8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO9

CCP NOS. 4221, 4224, 4226, 4228

D~pt:. 71
udge: The Hpu. Ronald S. Prager

This Doct,rinentReJatesTo: IPReFOSED] ORDER RE:
STIPULATION EXTENDING
TI~ 1'0 U-ESPQNI>TO
/PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINTS

14
ABAGPubliolyQwned Energy Resources v.

15 II Sempra. eta/.

16 jI City o/Lo$ Angeles Departmentof 1¥qt~r&
Power v.Reliant Energy Services,Inc., et a1.

17
City of San Diego v. Sempra.Enel1gy, et al.

County of Alameda v. Sempra, etal.
18

19
County of San Mateo v. Sempra Energy, et al

20
Regents t)fthe University of California v.

2111Reliant Energy. et al,

22 II Sacramento Municipal Utility District v.
Reliant Energy Services. Inc.

23
School Project for Utility Rate Reduction v.

24 II Sempra. et al.

25

26 GOOD CAUSING APPEARINGHEREIN. the Stipulation between defendant DUKE

27 II ENERGYTRADJNG& MARKETING,LLC ("DUKE ENERGytl) and plaintiffs referenced in

28 II theabovecaptionedcasesisherebygranted.DUKEENERGYwilJbe givenadditionaltimeto
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~

111answer the complaints listed in th~caption. Specifically, DUKE ENERGY wi1l have an additional

21115 days to answer the complaints listed in the caption, up to and until October 7,2005.

3 IT IS SO ORDERED.

SEP2 9 2005
Hon. Ronald'S. Pra
Ju<igeof the Superior Court
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